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DAIE June 28,199s 

TO Peg W i t h d ,  Program Mana or 
operable Unit 7, Present Lan %fill 

FROM: John Rampe, Team Lead 3- 
ER Projects Team 

SUBJJ3cT. RGVicw of I%ema.ty Draft ryhase I IMniRA Decision Document for 

1 had Paul Pigeon of ER Projects Team and Roger Kemdy of the Engineering Division in 
AMPMI3 review the preliminary Draft Phase 1 JAMM IDecidoo lhcurnent Tor h n t  
h d f i i ,  Operable Unit No. 7. 'Iho comments pmanbd are those wEch represent major 
concern for pmsentation d the WRA DGcision Document to the reguIat.0r-y agencies. 
Additional concerns related to pentation approach and wording of the document have 
been withheld, per your request. The report section, and where applicable the page 
number, which each wmmt addresses, are 

Present hrdfiil, Operable Unit No. 7 

before the Gommnt text. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4, 

Se~tion 2.1 -- Although not h a a l l y  past of OU 7, JESS'S 166.1, I, 66.2 and 166.3 
of the landfill proper should be described as they are 

these IHSS's we pms~med part of the plan. 
meetings a a potential contaminatim wmo 

and they appear to bc in the area iltlpaccted b the c l m m p n s s e  action on some 
of the drawings; see further comment No. Jbelow.] 

Section Z5.1, last bullet on page 2-24 - Mthough not a change for this version of 
the h i s i o n  X, you should be aware that the contractor is basing the 
ccmtarnhant$ of concern on only 1 out of 4 rounds of Phase 11 rnonitmhg wefl data 
(Jmuary, February and Match, 1995 rounds data a0 parenfly not yet available to 
the project team). There is thus some possibility that x e PCOCs axlalysis, the 
down-gradient 

Section 3.4.1.2 - In early Max&, 1995, 
KOCs in the East Landfill Pond with the Stab Surface Water Quality Standards 
for Segment 4 of the Dry Creek Basin. Standards used in the camparison were 
supplid by EG&G's Surface Water Group as "up to date" and applicable to the 
pond as a surface water body downsbream of the Site runoff control ponds (A, B, 
and C Series. That cornpatison (see attached Table I) showed exceedances of what 
we belleve to be potatid ARARs for OU 7, but the Decision Document indicates 
that the pond water mcets potential ARARs. 

Section 3.53, page 3-32 -- Xt is important to indicate that standard burners for 
vented landfill gas will be innstalled W required as a amdition of the Air Pennit 
negotiated with the Air Quality Control Division of CDPlZl," These burners would 
add to cost and necessitate utility inst4Mon.s that could impact the cap design. W e  
would want to negotiate oil tbe tradeoff of VOC for carban monmide emissions 
that burning of this ''dirty" gas would produce, and also provide an assessment of 
the potentid maxhurn VOC mcenWm in ambient air that unburned gas would 
cause at an agreed compliance boundary of OU 7 or the Site, before comtnitting to 
the added expenditure. 

uud-water risk assessment, and the evduatim of remedial 
objectives coul r change when thoso data arc incorporated into the analyses. 

compmd the concentrations of 
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5. General to Chapters 5,6,7, and 8 -- The boundaries of the cap and closure work 
am not consistently de icM in relation to the MSS's 166.1,.l66.2 and 166.3 
(sludge pit@. Some o P the handdetailed figuxes (e+, 6-2 and 8-1) appear to 
exclude these IKSS's from the cap ma and indioate no regrading, while the CAD- 
pduced figures (5-2 and 7-2) appear to includc the slu e pit$ within a mgraded 
area but do not show the IHSS boundaries. Is any part o 9 the plan directed at the 
sludge pit IHSS'sl Jf so, they should bc discussed in these chaptern and shown on 
the figurts. 

Section 7.2.3, Rgun 7-5 -- Tbe detail. section of cover Iaym does not indicate a 
layer to prevent rodent intrusion, such as large rocks. ]Is such a layer appropriate? 

Section 8.1.3 -- The nmbers on maximum inventmy at closure do not add up. 
The total expected at closurc is S40.000 CY, which is stated to be the total of 
prcscnt fill volume, 4XS,OOO CY, plus 12,000 CY Iper year (plus 30% inbrim 
cover) for two y e m  until closurc rn 1997, which only totats to 446,200 CY. 

W O  axe forurarding these comnaenta directly to EG&G to help expedite production of the 
ha! draft IM/xRA Decision lhcument. Ream call me at 6246 or Pad Pigeon at 561 1 with 
any follow-up questions M clarificatio~ on them comab. 

C C  Paul Pigeon, RTG 

6. 

7. 

Roger Kennedy, RTG 
Laurie Peterson-Wright, FB&G 
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